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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is the Final Office Action in response to the Applicant's Remarks submitted 
on September 1 1 , 2007 for its application filed on February 1 st , 2002 and titled: "Method 
and System for Providing an Aggregated Stock Options Report". 

Claims Status 

2. Based on the Applicant's response dated September 1 1 , 2007, the Examiner has 
determined the following to be the latest status of the Applicant's claims: 

Claims 1-12 were pending in this application. 

Claims 1, 3-7, 11 and 12 have been currently amended. 

Claims 1-12 are currently being examined and pending. 

Drawings Objections 

3. The Drawings (Fig. 1 to Fig. 23 on twenty-one sheets) submitted by the Applicant 
on September 1 1 th , 2007, in response to the objections raised in the previous Office 
Action of April 1 1 , 2007, have been received separately as Replacement Sheets and as 
Annotated Sheets. Hence, the previous Objection to Drawings is hereby withdrawn. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on September 1 1 , 2007 have been fully considered, 
but they are not persuasive. In response to the Applicant's: arguments regarding the 
rejection of Claims 1-12 that included arguments only for two independent method 
Claims 1 and 6 while applying the same arguments to independent system Claims 7, 
1 1 , and 12, and the current amendment of Claims 1 , 3-7, 1 1 and 12, the currently 
pending Claims 1-12 remain rejected. Applicant's amendments necessitated the new 
ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office Action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS 
MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §1 12 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform to current US 

practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document 

and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. For example, but not limited to, 

currently amended independent method Claims 1 and 6 recite in their first step: "storing 

client account data of a client in a database ", and the currently amended 

independent system Claims 7, 11 and 12 recite in their first/second step: "a database 
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containing/storing client account data of a client ", wherein one of the current 

amendments "of a client" seem to be superfluous and contrary to the definition of "a 
database" that is supposed to contain entries of many clients, not just "a client". It is 
suggested by the Examiner, though not required, that the current amendment "of a 
client" may fit better in the preamble of these independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 

Patent Publication No. 2003/0040995 A1 filed by Daddario et al. on August 23, 

2001 (hereinafter "Daddario") in view of US Patent No. 6,269,346 issued to 

Cristofich et al. claiming priority from September 1, 1992 (hereinafter 

"Cristofich"). 

Claims 1-4: 

With respect to independent Claim 1 , Daddario teaches a method for 
summarizing and reporting stock options values (see Abstract and paragraphs 
[0002], [0008], [0009], [0010], [0011] & [0023]). 
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Claim 1: 

With respect to the four steps of Claim 1 , Daddario teaches: 
+ storing client account data of a client in a database, the client account data 
including plural sets of stock options from plural options granting employers of 
the client (see paragraphs [0025], [0031] & [0048]); the Examiner notes that 
Daddario teaches "user database 20" which is the same as the "database" 
claimed in this invention; 

+ determining a vested options value for each of the plural sets of stock options 
contained in the stored client account data (see paragraphs [0078] & [0081] and 
Claim 20); 

+ determining an unvested options value for each of the plural sets of stock 
options contained in the stored client account data (see paragraphs [0078] & 
[0081] and Claim 20); and 

+ generating an aggregated benefits report which includes the vested options 
value and the unvested options value for each of the plural sets of stock options 
from the plural options granting employers of the client, (see paragraphs [0071], 
[0084] & [0085] and Claims 1, 20 & 24). 

Daddarrio teaches as disclosed above, but it does not explicitly teach about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers', and Cristofich teaches it as 'different', 
'companies' and/or 'corporations'. (see Cristofich Abstract, Objects and Summary, 
FIGs. 1, 2 and their text, and C3, ~L 31-67 and C 1 1, ~L 8-48) 

It would have been obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art at the time invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Daddario with those of Cristofich about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers'. The motivation to combine these 
references would be to provide a quick system and method for speedy assessment of 
alternative financial outcomes of the exercise of options that can allow a client to be more 
informed and the process to be more productive and efficient in assessing these financial 
outcomes including tax implications via the Internet to arrive at what is best for the 
participants financial needs by exercising options. 
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Claim 2: 

With respect to the three steps of dependent Claim 2, Daddario teaches: 

+ obtaining investment account data from at least one external account provider 

using a communications link (see paragraphs [0081] and [0082]); 

+ associating the investment account data with the client account data stored in 

the database (see paragraphs [0031] and [0081]); and 

+ storing the investment account data in the database as client account data 

such that the investment account data obtained from external sources is included 

in the aggregated benefits report (see paragraphs [0031], [0081] & [0048]). 

Claim 3: 

With respect to the two steps of dependent Claim 3, Daddario teaches: 

+ determining an estimated position value for each of the plural sets of stock 
options from the plural options granting employers of the client (see paragraphs 
[0023] & [0032]); and 

+ generating an investment position report which includes the estimated position 
value for each of the plural sets of stock options (see paragraphs [0032], [0070] 
& [0073]). 

Daddarrio teaches as disclosed above, but it does not explicitly teach about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers', and Cristofich teaches it as 'different', 
'companies' and/or 'corporations'. (see Cristofich Abstract, Objects and Summary, 
FIGs. 1, 2 and their text, and C3, ~L 31-67 and C 1 1, ~L 8-48) 

It would have been obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art at the time invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Daddario with those of Cristofich about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers'. The motivation to combine these 
references would be to provide a quick system and method for speedy assessment of 
alternative financial outcomes of the exercise of options that can allow a client to be more 
informed and the process to be more productive and efficient in assessing these financial 
outcomes including tax implications via the Internet to arrive at what is best for the 
participants financial needs by exercising options. 

Claim 4: 

With respect to dependent Claim 4, Daddario teaches that the plural sets of stock 
options from the plural options granting employers of the client includes a set of 
stock options associated with an employee stock purchase plan (see paragraphs ' 
[0077] & [0078]). 
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Daddarrio teaches as disclosed above, but it does not explicitly teach about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers', and Cristofich teaches it as 'different', 
'companies' and/or 'corporations'. (see Cristofich Abstract, Objects and Summary, 
FIGs. 1, 2 and their text, and C3, ~L 31-67 and C 1 1, ~L 8-48) 

It would have been obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art at the time invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Daddario with those of Cristofich about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers'. The motivation to combine these 
references would be to provide a quick system and method for speedy assessment of 
alternative financial outcomes of the exercise of options that can allow a client to be more 
informed and the process to be more productive and efficient in assessing these financial 
outcomes including tax implications via the Internet to arrive at what is best for the 
participants financial needs by exercising options. 

Claims 6 and 5: 

With respect to independent Claim 6 and its dependent Claim 5, these would 
have to be renumbered sequentially should this application reach the stage of 
allowance, with the independent claim preceding the dependent claim. 

Claim 6: 

With respect to independent Claim 6, Daddario teaches a method for 
summarizing and reporting benefits information (see Abstract, paragraphs [0002], 
[0023], [0024] & [0025], and FIGS. 1-4). 

With respect to the six steps of Claim 6, Daddario teaches: 
+ storing client account data of a client in a database(,) the client account data 
includes plural sets of benefits information from plural employers of the client 
(see paragraphs {0023], [0024] & [0025]); 

+ determining a vested value for each of the plural sets of benefits information 
(see paragraphs [0078] & [0081]); 

+ determining an unvested value for each of the plural sets of benefits 
information (see paragraphs [0078] & [0081]); 
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+ determining a total vested benefits value based on the vested value of each of 
plural sets of benefits information (see paragraphs [0073], [0078] & [0081] and 
Claims 13&20); 

+ determining a total unvested benefits value based on the unvested value of 
each of plural sets of benefits information (see paragraphs [0073], [0078] & 
[0081] and Claims 13 & 20); and 

+ generating an aggregated benefits report which includes the vested value and 
the unvested value for each of the plural sets of benefits information from plural 
employers of the client, as well as the total vested benefits value and the total 
unvested benefits value (see paragraphs [0073], [0078], [0081], [0084] & [0085]). 

Daddarrio teaches as disclosed above, but it does not explicitly teach about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers', and Cristofich teaches it as 'different', 
'companies' and/or 'corporations'. (see Cristofich Abstract, Objects and Summary, 
FIGs. 1 , 2 and their text, and C3, ~L 3 1 -67 and C 11 , ~L 8-48) 

It would have been obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art at the time invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Daddario with those of Cristofich about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers'. The motivation to combine these 
references would be to provide a quick system and method for speedy assessment of 
alternative financial outcomes of the exercise of options that can allow a client to be more 
informed and the process to be more productive and efficient in assessing these financial 
outcomes including tax implications via the Internet to arrive at what is best for the 
participants financial needs by exercising options. 



Claim 5: 

With respect to dependent Claim 5, Daddario teaches the benefits information 
includes 401 K information (see paragraphs [0008], [0010] & [001 1]). 
Examiner notes that the "401k" plan of the claimed invention is equivalent to the 
"retirement plan" taught by Daddario. 



Application/Control Number: 

10/060,305 

Art Unit: 3694 



Page 9-- 20071114 



Claims 7-10: 

With respect to independent Claim 7, Daddario teaches a data aggregation 
system configured to determine and report the value of plural sets of stock 
options (see Abstract, paragraphs [0002], [0022], [0023], [0024], [0025], [0073], 
[0077] & [0078] and FIGS. 1-4) 

With respect to the five steps of Claim 7, Daddario teaches: 

+ a database containing client account data of a client, the client account data 

including plural sets of stock options from plural options granting employers of 

the client (see paragraphs [0025], [0031] & [0048]); 

Examiner notes that Daddario teaches "user database 20" which is the same as 

the "database" claimed in this invention; 

+ a database server operably coupled to the database and configured to retrieve 
and store the client account data in accordance with a sequence of programmed 
instructions (see paragraphs [0025], [0026], [0031] & [0048]); 
+ a web server operably coupled to the database server, the web server having 
a communications interface to at least one communications network, the web 
server being configured to calculate a vested options value and an unvested 
options value for each of the plural sets of stock options contained in the stored 
client account data, and the web server being configured to generate at least one 
report including the vested options value and the unvested options value for each 
of the plural sets of stock options from the plural options granting employers of 
the client (see paragraphs [0025], [0026], [0029], [0030], [0031], [0040], 

[0041] & [0048]); 

+ an application server operably coupled to the web server and the database 
server, the application server having an interface to the at least one 
communications network (see paragraphs [0025], [0026], [0029], [0030], 

[0031], [0040], [0041] & [0048]); 
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+ at least one client terminal coupled to the web server via the communications 
network, the client terminal being configured to access the at least one report 
from the web server (see paragraphs [0026], [0029], [0040], [0041], [0071], 
[0084] & [0085] and Claims 1 & 24). 

Daddarrio teaches as disclosed above, but it does not explicitly teach about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers', and Gristofich teaches it as 'different', 
'companies' and/or 'corporations'. (see Cristofich Abstract, Objects and Summary, 
FIGs. 1 , 2 and their text, and C3, ~L 3 1 -67 and C 1 1 , ~L 8-48) 

It would have been obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art at the time invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Daddario with those of Cristofich about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers'. The motivation to combine these 
references would be to provide a quick system and method for speedy assessment of 
alternative financial outcomes of the exercise of options that can allow a client to be more 
informed and the process to be more productive and efficient in assessing these financial 
outcomes including tax implications via the Internet to arrive at what is best for the 
participants financial needs by exercising options. 



Claim 8: 

With respect to dependent Claim 8, Daddario teaches the client terminal is a 
personal computer configured for requesting and receiving interactive pages (see 
paragraphs [0023] & [0024]). 

Claim 9: 

With respect to dependent Claim 9, Daddario teaches the client terminal is a 
personal digital assistant configured for requesting and receiving interactive 
pages (see paragraphs [0023] & [0024]). 

Examiner notes that PDA or Personal Digital Assistant, according to the 
"Microsoft Computer Dictionary", Fifth Edition, ©2002 is "a light-weight palmtop 

computer designed to provide specific functions More advanced models 

also offer multimedia features." 



Application/Control Number: Page 1 1 — 20071 1 14 

10/060,305 

Art Unit: 3694 

Claim 10: 

With respect to dependent Claim 10, Daddario teaches the client terminal is a 
wireless terminal configured for requesting and receiving interactive pages (see 
paragraphs [0023] & [0024]). 

Examiner notes that 'wireless communication', according to the "Microsoft 
Computer Dictionary", Fifth Edition, ©2002 is "communication between a 
computer and another computer or device without wires." Further, the Examiner 
notes that a WID or Wireless Information Device, per the "Microsoft Computer 
Dictionary", Fifth Edition, ©2002 is a "smart phone or other handheld wireless 
device capable of multiple communications functions, including e-mail and 
Internet access." 



Claim 11: 

With respect to independent Claim 11, Daddario teaches a computer-readable 
medium upon which is embodied a set of programmed instructions that cause 
one or more processors to perform a sequence of operations (see paragraphs 
[0025] & [0027]). 

With respect to the five steps of Claim 1 1 , Daddario teaches: 
+ obtaining investment account data from at least one external account provider 
using a communications link (see Abstract, paragraphs [0002], [0008] - 

[001 1], [0022] - [0026], & [0081]); 

+ storing client account data of a client in a database, the client account data 
including the investment account data, the investment account data including 
plural sets of stock options from the plural options granting employers of the 
client (see paragraphs [0025], [0031 ], [0048], [0081 ] & [0082]); 

+ determining a vested options value for each of the plural sets of stock options 
contained in the stored client account data (see paragraphs [0078] & [0081]); 
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+ determining an unvested options value for each of the plural sets of stock 
options contained in the stored client account data (see paragraphs 

[0078] & [0081]); and 

+ generating an aggregated benefits report which includes the vested options 
value and the unvested options value for each of the plural sets of stock options 
from more than one options granting employer of the client (see paragraphs 
[0071], [0084] & [0085] and Claims 1 & 24). 

Daddarrio teaches as disclosed above, but it does not explicitly teach about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers', and Cristofich teaches it as 'different', 
'companies' and/or 'corporations'. (see Cristofich Abstract, Objects and Summary, 
FIGs. 1 , 2 and their text, and C3, ~L 3 1 -67 and C 1 1 8-48) 

It would have been obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art at the time invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Daddario with those of Cristofich about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers'. The motivation to combine these 
references would be to provide a quick system and method for speedy assessment of 
alternative financial outcomes of the exercise of options that can allow a client to be more 
informed and the process to be more productive and efficient in assessing these financial 
outcomes including tax implications via the Internet to arrive at what is best for the 
participants financial needs by exercising options. 

Claim 12: 

With respect to independent Claim 12, Daddario teaches a data aggregation 
system configured to determine and report the value of at least one set of stock 
options (see Abstract, paragraphs [0002], [0022], [0023], [0024], [0025], [0073], 
[0077] & [0078] and FIGS. 1-4). . 

With respect to the five steps of Claim 12, Daddario teaches: 
+ storage means for storing client account data of a client, the client account 
data including plural sets of stock options from plural options granting employers 
of the client (see paragraphs [0025], [0031] & [0048]); 



Application/Control Number: 

10/060,305 

Art Unit: 3694 



Page 13-- 20071114 



+ a database server operably coupled to the storage means and configured to 
retrieve and store the client account data in accordance with a sequence of 
programmed instructions (see paragraphs [0025], [0026], [0031] & [0048]); 
+ a web server operably coupled to the database server, the web server having 
a communications interface to at least one communications network, the web 
server being configured to calculate a vested options value and an unvested 
options value for each set of the plural sets of stock options contained in the 
stored client account data, and the web server being configured to generate at 
least one report including the vested options value and the unvested options 
value for each of the plural sets of stock options from the plural options granting 
employers of the client (see paragraphs [0025], [0026], [0029], [0030], 

[0031], [0040], [0041] & [0048]); 

+ an application server operably coupled to the web server and the database 
server, the application server having an interface to the at least one 
communications network (see paragraphs [0025], [0026], [0029], [0030], 

[0031], [0040], [0041] & [0048]); and 

+ reporting means coupled to the web server via the communications network 
and configured to access the at least one report from the web server (see 
paragraphs [0026], [0029], [0040], [0041], [0071], [0084] & [0085] and Claims 1 
and 24). 

Daddarrio teaches as disclosed above, but it does not explicitly teach about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers', and Cristofich teaches it as 'different', 
'companies' and/or 'corporations'. (see Cristofich Abstract, Objects and Summary, 
FIGs. 1 , 2 and their text, and C3, ~L 3 1 -67 and C 1 1 , ~L 8-48) 

It would have been obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art at the time invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Daddario with those of Cristofich about 'plural 
employers' or 'plural options granting employers'. The motivation to combine these 
references would be to provide a quick system and method for speedy assessment of 
alternative financial outcomes of the exercise of options that can allow a client to be more 
informed and the process to be more productive and efficient in assessing these financial 
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outcomes including tax implications via the Internet to arrive at what is best for the 
participants financial needs by exercising options. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
Applicant's disclosure is: 

• Pub. No. US 2002/ 0042771 claiming priority from February 14, 2000 filed 
by Shields et al. and titled: "System and Method for Implementing 
Employee Stock Plans". 
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• US Patent No. 6,571 ,21 9 issued to Loehr H. Spivey claiming priority from 
March 15, 1994 and titled: "Computer-Implemented Process and 
Mechanism for Implementing an Employee Stock Ownership Plan". 

• US Patent No. 6,173,270 issued to Cristofich et al. claiming priority from 
September 1, 1992 and titled: "Stock Option Control and Exercise 
System". 

• US Patent No. 6,154,732 issued to Brian Christopher Tarbox filed on July 
25, 1997 and titled: "System for Providing Investment Advice and 
Management of Pension Assets". 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sanjeev Malhotra, whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7292. The examiner can normally be reached on Flexible Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James P. Trammell, can be reached on 571-272-6712. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

9. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the examiner. 

SM 

November 14, 2007 




